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THE EUROPEAN PEACE FACILITY: YET ANOTHER 
IMPORTANT STAGE FOR THE EXTERNAL RELATIONS OF 
THE EUROPEAN UNION 


Mary Frei, post-PhD in European Union Law, Switzerland 


Abstract: The present work aims to investigate the sector 
of external relations of the European Union and especially 
the common security and defense policy of the Union 
through a new important step, i.e the European Peace 
Facility, as a choice of the Union to help countries that find 
themselves in conflict. An exemplary example is the 
situation in Ukraine and how the European Peace Facility 
instrument has opened the way for the maintenance of 
peace and security based on the principles of the United 
Nations. Development cooperation within the external 
relations of the Union was established, through an 
instrument of a mainly financial nature. Peace and 
security is now a fundamental element that comes out of 


the integrative logic of the classic European past. 


Keywords: European Union; peacekeeping; Internal and 
external security; Global Strategy; Strategic Compass; 
European Union law; European Peace Facility (EPF); 
Common Foreign and Security Policy (CFSP); Common 
Security and Defense Policy (CSDP); development 
cooperation; United Nations, NATO. 


INTRODUCTION 

The external relations have been treated for many years 
within the framework of the Union and consequently they 
considered the main core of the EU relations that have 
created and developed with the rest of the world’. Their 
main objective is the pursuit of peace through the 
European Peace Facility (EPF) instrument?. It is a particular 


‘See in particular the next Artt. 3, 21, 42 TEU. 

*council Decision (CFSP) 2021/509 of 22 March 2021 establishing a 
European Peace Facility, and repealing Decision (CFSP) 2015/528, 
ST/5212/2021/INIT, OJ L 102, 24.3.2021, p. 14-62, available at: https://eur- 
lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX%3A32021D0509. 


element that is part of the foreign and defense policy of the 
EU. It gives military assistance to third countries 
contributing thus to the international peace arena through 
foreign policy instruments having not only a legal but also 
a technical-financial nature. 

The evolution of foreign and defense policy has as its final 
objective the pursuit of peace, linked to security (Molnar, 
Fiott, Asderaki, Paile-Calvo, 2022). This is an instrument 
that has been ongoing since 2016 within the global strategy 
context. It has been strengthened in 2022 as it was 
considered a soft law instrument that is part of the NATO 
and the Union. 

The Union is at the forefront as the absolute leader for 
foreign policy which fights for security and world peace 
together with other external policies of the Union, such as 
the development cooperation policy. External and defense 
policy is a legal instrument that is part of the founding 
treaties of the Union. The EPF has closed connection with 
peace and security and creates new foreign and defense 
policies based on the development cooperation instrument 
(Keukeleire, Raube, 2013; Schievels, 2019; Nilsson, 2020)°. 


"European Council, European Security Strategy-A secure Europe in a 


This is a new era for the EU foreign policy, as immediately 
after the Russian invasion in Ukraine has reinvigorated its 
strategic compass (Meletidis, 2023)*. A discussion was 
opened regarding the European Peace Instrument, i.e. 
whether it is the same with European defense policy and 
whether it truly pursues peace? The instrument is part of 
the European external policies, especially of the 
development cooperation policy. 


better world, available ate 
https://www.consilium.europa.eu/en/documents-publications/publicati 
ons/european-security-strategy-secure-europe-better-world/; Joint 
statement by the Council and the representatives of the governments of 
the Member States meeting within the Council, the European Parliament 
and the Commission, OJ C 210, 30.6.2017, p. 1-24, available at: https://eur- 
lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=celex 
%3A42017Y0630%2801%29 

“European Council Press release: A Strategic Compass for a stronger EU 
security and defence in the next decade of 21 March 2022, available at: 
https://www.consilium.europa.eu/en/press/press-releases/2022/03/21/ 


a-strategic-compass-for-a-stronger-eu-security-and-defence-in-the-next- 


decade/ 


WHAT IS THE EUROPEAN PEACE FACILITY 
INSTRUMENT? 

When we talk about the European Peace Facility (EPF) 
instument we are referring to a financing mechanism that 
has been established outside the relevant budget of the 
Union. The EU Member States participate to EPF decisions 
contributing thus to its related operations according to 
Art. 51, par. TEU (Blanke, Mangiamelli, 2021; Kellerbauer, 
Klamert, Tomkin, 2024)’. 

The EPF as an element that has extra-budgetary character 
does not exclude the imputability of the budget of the 
Union and especially expenditures in the military and 
defense sector. The instrument constitutes a pursuit for 
the Common Foreign and Security Policy (CFSP) as well as 
the Common Security and Defense Policy (CSDP) as 
outlined by the global strategy of 2016°. 

*See in particular Art. 1 and 5 of the Council Decision (CFSP) 2021/509 of 
22 March 2021 establishing a European Peace Facility, and repealing 
Decision (CFSP) 2015/528, available at: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal- 
content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX%3A32021D0509 


‘Common foreign and security policy-Global strategy, available at: 
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/EN/legal-content/summary/common-foreign- 


For the moment it represents the instrument for the Union 
that finances actions concerning the strengthening of 
international security according to Art. 21, par. 2, letter. c) 
TEU (Hillion, 2018; Blanke, Mangiamelli, 2021; Den Hertog, 
Strolg, 2023)’. 

Integrating peace and strengthening internal security 
through regional organizations are the objectives of the 
EPF instrument®. The Union has implemented the ad hoc 
actions within a financial coverage which was carried out 
by 2016 in order to exercise a power of coercion which has 
as its objective the strengthening in the military sector of 
defense and resilience for third states within international 
and not only organizations’. 

These objectives are part of innovations that respect the 
fund, i.e. the financial number of common costs and the 
mandate that respects the previous system. Two funding 
lines cover common costs of CSDP missions and military 
operations as third country support measures for regional 


and-security-policy-global-strategy.html 
“Art. 21; par. 3. 

®See in particular Art. 1EPF. 

*See Art. 1 and 56 EPF. 


organisations. The global strategy thus strengthens the 
relevant military and defense capabilities of third 
countries that support the peace operations conducted 
there. 

From a theoretical point of view it seems that everything is 
excellent but there is no shortage of criticism for the 
governments of member countries that are neutral and 
their constitutions provide for the limits for military 
assistance, as we have seen in the case of Ireland, Austria, 
Malta and Sweden. Such financial implications, as an off- 
budget tool, are part of the European budget 
(Wozniakowski, Zgaga, Fabbrini, 2023; Fabbrini, 2023). 

Its main tool for third states is to strengthen security, crisis 
management and the consolidation of a state security 
apparatus that restores security institutions responsible to 
protect European citizens. These are contributions where 
the recipients are the countries that are part of the 
European Neighborhood Policy (ENP) (Chalmers, Davies, 
Monti, Heyvaert, 2024)". This highlights the legal and 


The European Neighborhood Policy (ENP) was a policy that found space 
for implementation, cooperation between the following countries: 
Algeria, Armenia, Azerbaijan, Belarus, Egypt, Georgia, Israel, Jordan, 


technical difficulties that have to do with the functioning 
of a new instrument that finances weapons for third states. 
It is part of an intergovernmental character where the 
democratic institutions of the European Parliament 
exclude its control of legitimacy from the Court of Justice 
of the European Union (CJEU). 

The security policy has presented various doubts as a 
mechanism that evaluates the Union through the 
Integrated Methodological Framework (IMF) for assistance. 
These are considerations capable of operationally judging 
the means of guaranteeing the safeguard measures and the 
systems that it monitors adequately avoiding thus military 
assistance interventions used to strengthen the dangerous 
dynamics of a conflictual nature of a local level 
(Santopinto, 2021). In other words, there is transparency 
and control by all democratic institutions, which using this 


Lebanon, Libya, Moldova, Morocco, Palestine, Syria, Tunisia and Ukraine. 
EPF it was a global and not just European strategy for foreign policy, 
security of the EU and as a tool that contributed stability for peace, 
strengthening the resilience of partner countries as well as actions that 
financed the instrument that responded to the needs, the terms of 
development and the capabilities that have had partners for the Union 
within the neighborhood policy. 


mechanism (Berman, 2021). 

This instrument can also be associated with soft power 
instruments that are not military. This inaugurates a new 
phase of approach to the crisis. It was integrated with state 
strategies, which help and influence such an instrument 
including also third countries. Support for the peace 
instrument is an essential element, which strengthens the 
concept of peace that is part of the security of the Union 
(Deneckere, 2019). 


PEACE AND SECURITY AS A MODEL OF THE CSDP 

The policy of the CSDP is based on the principle of 
coherence. It is an objective of the common principles for 
the external action of the Union representing the basis for 
implementing the main policies of the Union in the field of 
pursuit of peace, in the policy of development cooperation 
was highlighted that security and defense create a link 
between peace and security, i.e. a European instrument for 
peace that reduces and eliminates poverty, achieving thus 
the promotion of security for countries at risk. It also 
considers the Union as a necessary instrumental action for 
poverty, linked to development cooperation within the 


10 


system of the CSDP. This connection comes from 
programmatic documents that are adopted by the Union 
and linked with the concept of European security. 
According to the European security strategy of 2003 it was 
stated that: 
“(...) conflicts not only destroy infrastructure, including 
social infrastructure, but also incite crime, discourage 
investment and impede normal economic activity. 
Various countries and regions are caught in a spiral of 
conflict, insecurity and poverty (...)” (Deneckere, 2019). 
The report for the European strategy of the new European 
consensus on development of 30 June 2017 it was based on 
security, i.e. the main objective for development. It was 
thus created a link between peace and security that 
strengthens partnership agreements. Within this context 
the CJEU stated that: 
“(...) development cooperation has a broad character, not 
being limited to measures aimed at the elimination of 
poverty, but rather pursuing the objectives referred to in 
Art. 21, para. 2, TEU (...) the existing relationships 
between the objectives of the Union's external action and 
those specific to development cooperation (...) 
development cooperation contributes to supporting 
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democracy, the rule of law and human rights, to 

preserving peace and prevent conflicts (...)”". 
In other words, the policy of the Union in the sector of 
development cooperation according to Art. 208 TFEU 
(Blanke, Mangiamelli, 2021) is not limited to measures that 
are aimed at the eradication of poverty but to the general 
objectives that are part of the external action of the Union 
according to Art. 21 TEU, par. 2, letter. c) (Blanke, 
Mangiamelli, 2021), that is, to preserve peace, prevent 
conflicts and strengthen international security first and 
foremost”. 
The principle of complementarity helps, strengthens and 
puts the concept of peace and security in the transition of 
development cooperation policy as a new security 
instrument that crosses from development cooperation 
policy to the new European CFSP/CSDP strategy, opening 
also the way for the global strategy of 2016. 


"CJEU, C-180/20, Commission v. Council (Accord avec l’Arménie) of 2 
September 2021, ECLI:EU:C:2021:658, not yet published, parr. 49-50. 
“CJEU, C-180/20, Commission v. Council (Accord avec |’Arménie) of 2 
September 2021, op. cit. 
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The programmatic document formed the basis for a new 
autonomy of European strategy (Kaunert, Zwolski, 2013; 
Adamides, 2014). The Union thus lays the foundations for a 
new strategy (Molnar, 2022). 

For this reason, Member States are focused on the 
priorities of the Union, i.e. the external actions and 
security policy. They lay the foundations to some 
fundamental orientations such as the security of the 
Union, the state and social resilience of the eastern and 
southern regions, the achievement of an integrated 
approach towards crisis conflicts and the development of 
cooperation and governance at regional level placing the 
development of global governance in a coherent way 
within a development and peace-building policy that 
constitutes all European and related policies to European 
states and societies. 

The Union as a civil power combines its power in a 
coercive force through the instrument of military and civil 
operations with a peace and security service. It is stated, 
therefore, that these concepts generate awareness for the 
Union regarding internal security. 

Hence a new strategy is outlined. From 2016, the conflict 
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prevention and capacity tools paves the way for more 
effective organizations. The Union strengthens and 
promotes peace outside of its borders, inaugurates a 
concept of an autonomous strategy, promotes cooperation 
at a regional level and presents itself as a protagonist of 
regional dynamics, fundamental for peace”. 

The Union through the integration and peace building 
approach, that is defined by the European treaties, has 
adopted a strategy, where the experiences of war, as we 
have seen in Libya and Syria, have paved the way for 
sustainable peace through global agreements based on 
long-standing international partnerships. A sustainable 
peace where the Union intervenes in all phases of a 
conflict through a global approach and the pursuit of peace 
becomes multidimensional and of multilateral nature™. 
The evolution of the European and defense strategy has 
opened the way for the concept of peace through primary 


“Conclusions of the Council, Implementing the EU Global Strategy in the 
area of Security and Defence of 14 November 2016, 14149/16, available at: 
https://www.consilium.europa.eu/media/22459/eugs-conclusions- 


st14149en16.pdf 
M4 art. 8 EPF. 
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sources of the European law and the pursuit of peace in 
various articles referring to two aspects that have to do 
with the policies of the Union. Peace which in this way has 
a double value, i.e. of an internal and external nature. 
Already, in Art. 33, par. a) TEU (Blanke, Mangiamelli, 2021) 
are included the values that the Union is based on and the 
well-being of its citizens. 

Peacekeeping has an external value and objective that 
contributes peace to those who guide the Union's relations 
with the rest of the world. A provision that is also 
elaborated in Title V, as common rules of the external 
action of the Union, i.e. a point of connection between 
peace and security. 

The preservation of peace, the prevention of conflicts and 
the strengthening of international security find their 
objectives within the principles of the Charter of the 
United Nations. In other words, through the prevention of 
conflicts, the strengthening of international security, the 
final act of Helsinki, the objectives of Charter of Paris and 
the external borders of the Union. All these objectives are 
followed by the Union and having to do with the sector of 
international relations, according to Art. 21, par. 2 TEU 
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(Blanke, Mangiamelli, 2021). 

According to Art. 42 TEU (Blanke, Mangiamelli, 2021) the 
Union has made the related capabilities available for civil 
and military missions, as operational tools of the members 
of the Union. The maintenance of peace, the prevention of 
conflicts, the strengthening of international security are 
going together with the principles of the UN Charter. Such 
criteria and principles paved the way for the global 
strategy of 2016, where the instrument for security, peace, 
development policies is translated into operational and 
financing commitments (Furness, Bergmann, 2018). 

The concept for the pursuit of peace by the Union is 
concentrated as a novelty of the instrument that 
implements the connection between peace and security. It 
also strengthens internal actions towards a European 
strategic autonomy. The enlargement of the Union 
operates externally and not internally in phases of conflict 
and the maintenance of peace was now a European 
strategy for the prevention of conflicts and the 
strengthening of international security according to the 
principles of Art. 9 EFP. It also operates within a logic 
envisaged by the treaties, i.e. of development cooperation 
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policy and global strategy. Such operations respect 
European and international legal principles, regulating the 
obligations that are necessary for assistance measures. 


PEACE AS A STRATEGIC COMPASS 
The relationship of peace and security consolidated 
through the strategic compass that has been agreed in 
2022, as an important basis of a strategic line that began 
its journey in 2016. 
The EPF put on the table the main financial and 
operational instruments, in the spirit of: 
“(...) much greater sense of urgency and determination”, 
making “proof of solidarity and mutual assistance (...)” 
(Molnar, Fiott, Asderaki, Paile-Calvo, 2022). 
The compass is part of the European security strategy 
protecting also related threats of an external nature that 
impact the internal security of the Union". Resilience on 
the part of Member States means to strengthen and 
respond to crises and threats that are provocative and 
continue in the European and international context 


'EEAS, A STRATEGIC COMPASS FOR SECURITY AND DEFENCE of 23 March 
22, available at: https://www.eeas.europa.eu./node/410976 
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(Molnar, Fiott, Asderaki, Paile-Calvo, 2022). 

Within this strategic document, the war in Ukraine 
constituted an event that pushed the Union to act towards 
peace in Europe through greater collaboration with NATO 
and taking responsibility for peace. In other words, it puts 
the security and defense of the Union to be the priority of a 
strategic line that inaugurated its own path in 2016. 

The main priorities of this instrument were the 
strengthening of international and regional organizations 
on a multiphase, multipolar path through a collaboration 
of NATO allies, highlighting that the global strategy and 
the United States have thus become a strategic partner for 
the Union. In such a way the Union seems as a global 
power that is ready to contribute to the peace, security and 
democracy in the European continent. The connection 
between security and peace within the spirit of 
development policy aims to consolidate resilience 
especially in Mediterranean countries. 

The strategic compass integrated security and crisis 
conflicts in its framework, underlining the use of synergy 
for legal instruments in the CFSP/CSDP, where the 
sanctions of civil and military missions contributed to the 
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consolidation of peace. The Union thus used the EPF to also 
finance new missions and operations within a strategic 
context where interests are represented as new elements 
and where the Union has to deal with elements that 
strengthen conditionality as a principle that comes from 
outside. 

Multilateral governance and global governance concepts 
are present in the strategic compass text believing that the 
Union thus brings responsibility and collective action of 
external actors to a high level, giving their priorities to 
European interests in the security sector. 

This is a European security that protects from external 
threats and from the global agenda for coordination and 
cooperation (Molnar, Fiott, Asderaki, Paile-Calvo, 2022). 
The strategic compass is now a stage for the creation of a 
responsible, concrete and precise policy ready to intervene 
in the security and defense sector not only at a European 
but also global level. 

It is treated as a high-level European political power based 
on the planning of real security policy (Kaim, Kempin, 
2022), which follows the EPF instrument. It is, also, in line 
with force missions and military operations through a 
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series of commands and controls. The financial character 
of the EPF is also stretched to other objectives that extend 
the period of deployment for official missions relating to 
partnership with third countries and _ international 
organizations. The strategy is linked to _ peace, 
development and security. This strengthens European 
sovereignty, the promotion of European values and the 
mutual benefit. The Union, within this context, has 
promoted development agreements and the resilience of 
third countries for internal security. 

The political will of some members of the Union, who use 
cooperation with third countries that have joined the 
European neighborhood policy, including the Western 
Balkans area", is particularly noted. 

Practice in recent years has shown that after the Russian 
invasion of Ukraine and the adoption of a new strategic 
compass, the Union adopted financial measures of the EPF. 


"European Parliament, Non-paper by Bulgaria, Croatia, Finland, Italy, 
Romania, Spain, Sweden, The Netherlands on EU partnerships in the 
context of the Strategic Compass, 26 April 2020, available at: 
https://www.eeas.europa.eu/eeas/strategic-compass-security-and- 
defence-1_en 
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In 28 February 2022, the EFP has the first hand in financing 
materials purchased for military platforms, that are 
functional for the use of the Ukrainian armed force”. 

The continuous actions aim to contribute to the 
strengthening of the resilience of the Ukrainian armed 
forces and the defense of the territorial integrity of 
Ukrainian sovereignty, that protects the civilian 
population against a military aggression that is still 
ongoing despite the measures of assistance of the relative 
mandate of the EPF. This has fallen within the trend of 
integrating civil and military missions into a broad 
framework of tools to support security and defense policy. 
Within this context, the Union presents itself and is 
characterized as a global actor pursuit of peace through 
the autonomy of the external and internal security of the 
Union. 


“Council Decision (CFSP) 2022/338 of 28 February 2022 on an assistance 
measure under the European Peace Facility for the supply to the 
Ukrainian Armed Forces of military equipment, and platforms, designed 
to deliver lethal force, OJ L 60, 28.2.2022, p. 1-4, available at: https://eur- 
lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=celex%3A32022D0338 
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IS THERE A CONNECTION BETWEEN SECURITY AND 
PEACE WITHIN THE FRAMEWORK OF THE ATLANTIC 
ALLIANCE? 

The maintenance of peace and security within the 
European context through development policy is 
completed with actions that take into consideration NATO, 
as a fundamental player. The Union and the NATO have 
already laid the foundations for priority objectives in the 
eastern and southern geographic area of the European 
continent within the global strategy since 2016. Their will, 
that ensures security in external borders, is expressed in a 
close relation with development and internal security 
capabilities, as a defense of security and resilience of 
third countries where in the South and East they plan 
specific ad hoc projects with the aim of strengthening 
sustainable peace and prosperity for countries”. 

See, Joint Declaration by the President of the European Council, the 
President of the European Commission, and the Secretary General of the 
North Atlantic Treaty Organization, 08 Jul. 2016-Press Release (2016) 119, 
available at: 


https://www.nato.int/cps/en/natohq/official_texts_133163.htm 
*«(...) convinced that enhancing our neighbours' and partners' stability in 
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A second important stage between NATO and the EU dates 
back to 2018”, laying the foundations of priority for 
internal strengthening, coordination between members of 
the Union and the building of partner resilience within and 
outside the borders of NATO-EU, especially in the East and 
the South of Europe”'. 


accordance with our values, as enshrined in the UN Charter, contributes 
to our security and to sustainable peace and prosperity. So that our 
neighbours and partners are better able to address the numerous 
challenges they currently face, we will continue to support their 
sovereignty, territorial integrity and independence, as well as their 
reform efforts (...)”. 

“Joint Declaration on EU-NATO Cooperation by the President of the 
European Council, the President of the European Commission, and the 
Secretary General of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization, Issued on 10 
July 2018, Warsaw, available at: 
https://www.nato.int/cps/en/natohq/official_texts_210549.htm? 
selectedLocale=en 

“joint Declaration on EU-NATO Cooperation by the President of the 
European Council, the President of the European Commission, and the 
Secretary General of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization, op. cit., “(...) 


increased our ability to respond to hybrid threats: we reinforce our 
preparedness for crises, we exchange timely information including on 
cyber-attacks, we confront disinformation, we build the resilience of our 
members and partners and we test our respective procedures through 
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In 2023 a new declaration, dedicated to the previous two, 
has laid the foundations from scratch to the consequences 
that may exist in the European context after the outburst 
of the war in Ukraine. 

For the first time China and Russia are the main 
competitors of the Atlantic Alliance. They are based on a 
global scenario of threats connected with values and 
interests of NATO-EU relations”. Thus the construction of 
the resilience and development of the eastern countries in 
time are the foundations for a future. They also include the 
southern zone based on a desire that helps the situation 
not only of the Ukraine but also of the continuous 
relationship of collaboration and cooperation between 
NATO-EU to precisely ensure European security and 


parallel and coordinated exercises; We support the defence and security 
capacity of our neighbours to the East and to the South (...)”. 

“Joint Declaration on EU-NATO Cooperation by the President of the 
European Council, the President of the European Commission, and the 
Secretary General of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization, 10 Jan. 2023, 
Bruxelles, available at 


https://www.nato.int/cps/en/natohq/official_texts_210549.htm? 


selectedLocale=en 
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defense according to the rules of the international law”. 


CONCLUSIONS 

The European Peace Facility instrument is part of a series 
of benefits for the development of an internal, external 
security and defense policy in the European and global 
context™. It is a policy which, through the external 


“Joint Declaration on EU-NATO Cooperation by the President of the 
European Council, the President of the European Commission, and the 
Secretary General of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization, op., cit., “(...) 
we are faced with the gravest threat to Euro-Atlantic security in decades. 
Russia’s brutal war on Ukraine violates international law and the 
principles of the UN Charter. It undermines European and global security 
and stability. Russia’s war has exacerbated a food and energy crisis 
affecting billions of people around the world. We condemn in the 
strongest possible terms Russia’s aggression. Russia must immediately 
stop this war and withdraw from Ukraine. We express our full solidarity 
with Ukraine and reiterate our unwavering and continued support for its 
independence, sovereignty and territorial integrity within its 
internationally recognized borders. We fully support Ukraine’s inherent 
right to self-defence and to choose its own destiny (...)”. 

“European Commission-Press release, The von der Leyen Commission: for 
a more ambitious Union, Brussels, 10 September 2019, available at: 
https://ec.europa.eu/commission/presscorner/detail/en/IP_19_5542. 
EEAS, Europe in the interregnum: our geopolitical awakening after 
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relations of the Union, has built its instrument since 2016, 
as a particular financing mechanism for a civil society, 
which has laid the foundations in various aspects of 
financing for conflicts, spending the objectives it achieves, 
i.e. the promotion of peace according to Art. 3, par. 1 TEU 
(Blanke, Mangiamelli, 2021). 

According to the previous paragraphs, the extension of an 
interpretation that follows the pursuit of peace within the 
European context is also connected with the instrument of 
other policies that have to do with development 
cooperation policy based on the principle of coherence 
according to Art. 21 TEU (Blanke, Mangiamelli, 2021). 

This is a connection where the concept of peace is related 
to the internal and external European security and defense 
and within the umbrella of external relations. 

Overall, it is a nexus of peace and security that varies 
through the new security and defense strategy, in other 
words a global strategy that it has been refined through 
the strategic compass of the European Peace Instrument, a 
link that goes forward in the defense and security policy as 


Ukraine: https://www.eeas.europa.eu/eeas/europe-interregnum-our- 
geopolitical-awakening-after-ukraine_en. 
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a high level policy of the Union that goes towards a global 
scenario that is extended within the objectives of Art. 
ZL TEU; 
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